REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Indefiniteness Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. §112, Second Paragraph 

Claims 3,6,9,15,18(1), 22, and 30 are rejected as indefinite on grounds the term 
"substantially real-time" is indefinite. The rejection is respectfully traversed. 
"Real-time" as used with information technology systems is a well-known term. It 
means systems where time is a critical factor and the system response time 
must be sufficiently quick. See, e.g., IBM Dictionary of Computing at 558 (10 th 
ed. McGraw Hill 1994). (attached). Such systems are used, e.g., in safety, 
manufacturing, airline, or other systems. Here, time is critical because credit 
card customers have come to expect a quick approval of their credit purchase 
and failure to provide this may result in lost sales. 

The use of the term "substantially" is common in patent claims to permit 
insubstantial variations from the term modified, here, "real-time." Thus, it means 
real-time or insubstantial variations therefrom. See, e.g., Amhil Enterprises, Ltd 
v. Wawa, Inc., 38 USPQ2d 1471 (Fed. Cir. 1996) (" 'substantially vertical 1 here 
means to deviate only slightly, if at all, from vertical . . . "). See, e.g., BJ Servs. 
Co. v. Halliburton Energy Servs., 338 F.3d 1368 (Fed. Cir. 2003) ("Definiteness 
problems often arise when words of degree are used in a claim. That some claim 
language may not be precise, however, does not automatically render a claim 
invalid." Seattle Box Co., Inc. v. Indus. Crating & Packing, Inc., 731 F.2d 818, 
826 (Fed. Cir. 1984). The question becomes whether one of ordinary skill in the 
art would understand what is claimed when the claim is read in light of the 
specification."). For the convenience, however, of facilitating a speedy 
prosecution, the claims are amended to remove the term "substantiantially." 

Claims 4(m),1 1(k), 21(d), and 29 are rejected as indefinite on grounds the term 
"about _X minutes" is indefinite. The rejection is respectfully traversed for the 
same reasons as stated above regarding the term "substantially." For the 
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convenience, however, of facilitating a speedy prosecution, the claims are 
amended to remove the term "about." 

Claim 27 is not expressly rejected but the term "foreign key" in claim 27 is noted 
as being indefinite. Applicant will respond as if there was an express rejection. 
The rejection is respectfully traversed. Absent, a contrary definition in the written 
description, a term in a claim is given its ordinary meaning to one of ordinary skill 
in the art. Conversely, where there is an ordinary meaning to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, a definition in the written description is not needed to render the 
claim definite. 

"Foreign key" has a well-known meaning in the database arts, where it means an 
attribute (column) in an entity (table) which is a key attribute in a different entity 
(table). Each entity (table) in a relational database must have a key attribute to 
uniquely identify each instance (record) of the entity. In order to perform more 
advanced searches of the database where multiple tables are searched, existing 
search methods such as Structured Query Language additionally requires each 
entity (table) contain at least one foreign key. See, e.g., IBM Dictionary of 
Computing at 281 (10 th ed. McGraw Hill 1994). (attached). 

Obviousness Rejections Under 35 U.S.C, §103 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10-14, 16-21, 23-29, and 31 are rejected as obvious over 
Lebda in view of Mandler. 

Amendments: 

Claims 1 , 4, 7, and 1 1 are amended to require Transaction Facilitator to 
aggregate payments from multiple buyers for sellers and remitting the 
aggregated payments to the respective sellers. These amendments are 
supported in the written description of the specification at p. 7, lines 3-4. 
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Cited Art: 

Lebda addresses problems occurring in business to consumer transactions such 
as home loan, car loan, and student loan applications. In contrast to the instant 
invention, in Lebda each loan is approved by the lender for each purchase. 
Mandler addresses business loan problems but by way of a bank-lender who 
serves as an interface between buyers and sellers to provide credit to the buyers 
and match the buyers and sellers. In contrast to Mandler, in the instant 
invention, the lender (extender of credit) may be the seller or third-party lenders. 
These and further distinctions with the cited references will be elaborated upon 
below. 

As per Claim 1: 

The following response provides an element-by-element analysis of why those 
elements are not taught or suggested by Lebda. Since there are many elements 
in claim 1 it would be helpful for Applicant to provide an overview of important 
distinctions between Lebda and the instant invention. The teachings of Lebda 
are merely to act as a "mail stop" or middleman or conduit between many 
borrowers and many lenders. Lebda teaches simply collecting the borrower 
information on each order, and for each order performing a rough filter against 
pre-set lender criteria, and sending the passing applications to the applicable 
lenders. Lebda is aimed at individual consumer loans. This makes sense 
because the assignee in Lebda in Lending Tree, a consumer lender. Thus 
Lebda teaches a B2C, business-to-consumer, method. See Lebda at col. 2, 
lines 3-6 ("loan applications include . . . mortgages, car loans, student loans, 
personal loans . . . .") 

In contrast, the instant invention, as in claim 1, addresses B2B, business-to- 
business, purchases, involving borrowers that make repeated purchases. The 
credit-matching agent in the instant application takes on more function than in 
Lebda. In the instant application, the invention is suitable for B2B. Prior to any 
buyer orders, the credit-matching agent, not the lender, pre-determines credit 
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available to the buyer. A given borrower may then have a choice of credit 
options for any future purchase, e.g., pay in full within 30 days and receive a 2% 
discount, or pay in full within 10 days and receive a 4% discount, or pay in full 
within 60 days and receive no discount, or pay over several months with various 
interest rates applying. All these options could be from 1 or a mixture of lenders. 
Then, upon an order, the credit-matching agent, not the lender, provides any 
credit matches to the buyer, from which the buyer selects. 

Thus, the lender is not involved in approving credit for a particular order for a 
particular. The lender, instead, pre-approves credit for the buyer, without regard 
to a particular order, the credit-matching agent stores this information in the 
record of the borrower, the credit-matching agent upon receiving a buyer order, 
searches for a match in its database, sends any matches to the borrower. All 
this is without lender involvement. In contrast to the Lebda method, the instant 
invention can serve B2B needs better because lender approval of each order is 
not required. Note that in Lebda, the actively lender takes over loan transaction 
after the borrower has agreed. See, e.g., Lebda at col. 6, lines 51-67. Thus, 
Lebda teaches away from all the functions being done by the credit-matching 
agent (or Transaction Facilitator as used in parts of the specification). 

With that overall distinction over Lebda in mind, Applicant will now distinguish 
Lebda on an element-by-element basis below: 

Step "d" of claim 1 , "Receiving over the Internet from said seller seller's credit 
options for said buyer", is not taught in Lebda. Instead Lebda teaches that the 
credit matching agency compares the buyer's application to lending criteria 
provided by the lender. See, e.g., Lebda at col. 5, lines 26-34. If passed, the 
application is sent to the lender who then accepts or rejects the application. 
See, e.g., Lebda at col. 5, lines 59-60 and col. 4, lines 42-45 ("computer 100 
runs a filter against preset criteria established by each lender." Emphasis 
added). 
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Step T of claim 1 , "Creating a database of said credit options for said buyer", is 
not taught in Lebda. Instead Lebda teaches creating a database only of the 
borrower's credit application and of lenders filtering information. See Fig. 1 in 
Lebda where the database is step 4 which is prior to the credit scoring step and 
matching step with lenders. Figs. 6-8 of Lebda only teach comparing the buyer's 
application to lending criteria provided by the lender. Those borrower 
applications passing the filter of one or more lenders are sent to the lenders. 
See, e.g., Lebda at col. 3, lines 21-23 ("stage 9, the borrower can reply stating 
whether he accepts or denies the lender's application"). 

Step "h" of claim 1 , "Querying said database with query criteria specific to said 
order, thereby resulting in a report of credit options for said buyer for said order", 
is not taught in Lebda. Instead Lebda treats each borrower application as a new 
"order" and repeats the step of filtering the application against preset lender 
criteria, and then sending the application to any lenders whose filter is 
successfully passed. 

Step "j" of claim 1 , "Receiving over the Internet said buyer's selection of a credit 
option", is not taught in Lebda. Instead, in Lebda, the buyer simple accepts or 
does not accept the load offered by the lender. See, e.g., Lebda at col. 6, lines 
41-43 and col. 3, lines 21-23 ("stage 9, the borrower can reply stating whether he 
accepts or denies the lender's application"). No choice of credit options is 
provided to the buyer. 

Regarding "Receiving over the Internet an order for said buyer" : 

The Office action acknowledges that Lebda does not teach Step "g" of claim 1 , 
"Receiving over the Internet an order for said buyer", is not taught in Lebda. 

Regarding "Receiving payment remitted from said buyer": 

The Office action acknowledges that Lebda does not teach steps "k" and "I" of 
claim 1 , "Passing over the Internet a payment schedule for said buyer" and 
"Receiving payment remitted from said buyer", respectively. The Office Action 
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does not cite any reference regarding these elements but refers to credit cards 
as examples that these elements were known. Absent a reference teaching or 
suggesting the combination with the other claim elements, the elements cannot 
be presumed to be obvious to one skilled in the art. Additionally, even if a 
reference is cited teaching payment schedules are known as used in paper credit 
card statements sent via U.S. mail, this would not render it obvious, at the time if 
this invention, to send payment schedules over the Internet. 

As per Claim 2, 5, 8,13,16,1 9, and 23: 

Lebda does teach "[t]he method of claim [x], wherein said creating step [y] 
occurs on a pre-determined schedule, in response to pre-determined triggering 
events, upon a seller's or credit provider's request, and mixtures thereof." 
Instead Lebda, only teaches obtaining a credit score for a buyer at the time the 
buyer wishes to make a purchase. Ledba at col. 3, lines 10-14. This is 
adequate for B2C transactions, but not for regularly recurring B2B transactions 
where the buyer and seller are part of a supply chain. By having recurring, e.g., 
weekly or monthly, credit score recalculation for buyers, the credit-matching 
agent is always ready to quickly offer credit options for any buyer orders. That is, 
having a current credit score always available eliminates the need and delay with 
waiting for an order before determining the credit score. This is a needed 
solution for frequent B2B purchases by the same borrowers, but not needed for 
infrequent B2C transactions between always different consumers (borrowers). 

As per Claim 4: 

The reasons traversing the rejection of claim 1 , elements c, d, f, h, j, k, and I 
above, are incorporated herein by reference since they correspond to the same 
elements as in claim 4. 

As regards 4(m), limiting the time between steps, as mentioned in the discussion 
preceding the detailed traversal of each claim 1 rejection, the instant invention 
has the credit-matching agent perform the matching of buyer for a particular 
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order with 1 or more credit options and credit options. This is a needed and 
significant improvement over the method of Lebda which requires the Lender to 
review and decide on approval of each order. Since the lender is not involved in 
the instant approval process, except prior to the order, the time gap between 
order and offer of credit can be much faster. This solves the faster time needed 
by business to be efficient. It's not obvious from Lebda since it requires the 
lender to release control of the approval process for a particular purchase to the 
credit-matching agent. This is a significant difference between the Lebday 
teachings and the instant process. 

As per Claim 7: 

The reasons traversing the rejection of claim 1, elements c, d, f, h, i, j, k, and I 
above, are incorporated herein by reference since they correspond to the same 
elements as in claim 7. Further, claim 7, element 'h\ "Entering a credit 
agreement with said buyer for at least one of said credit options" is not taught or 
suggested by Lebda. This is consistent, as discussed previously, that Lebda is 
only suitable for B2C transactions and the instant invention is much more 
suitable to the needs of B2B transactions. 

As per Claim 1 1 : 

The reasons traversing the rejection of claim 1 , elements c, d, f, h, i, j, k, and I 
above, are incorporated herein by reference since they correspond to the same 
elements as in claim 7. As regards, element 'h\ "Entering a credit agreement 
with said buyer for at least one of said credit options" the reasons traversing the 
rejection of claim 7 are incorporated herein by reference. Further Lebda does 
not teach or suggest the time-limiting step (k). The traversal reasoning from 
claim 4(m), above, is incorporated herein by reference. 

As per Claim 14: 

The reasons traversing the rejection of claim 1, elements f, h, i, and j, above, are 
incorporated herein by reference since they correspond to the same elements as 
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in claim 7. As regards, element 'h\ "Entering a credit agreement with said buyer 
for at least one of said credit options" the reasons traversing the rejection of 
claim 7 are incorporated herein by reference. 

As per Claim 18 and 21: 

The reasons traversing the rejection of claim 4, above, are incorporated herein 
by reference since they correspond to overlapping elements in claim 18 and 21 . 

As per Claim 25, 26, 27, and 28: 

The "credit terms relation" element of claim 25-27 is not taught or suggested by 
Lebda or Mandler. The traversal reasoning for claim 1 , step (h) is incorporated 
herein by reference since it is a corresponding element. 

CONCLUSION 

From the foregoing, it is submitted that Applicants' claims as amended define 
subject matter that is both novel and nonobvious in view of the cited references. 
Claims 1-31 are pending. Of those claims, claims 3, 6, 9, 15, 22, and 30 are 
only rejected based on Section 112. Since the terms "about" and "substantially" 
have been deleted from the claims, those claims should now be in condition for 
allowance. The remaining claims are rejected for nonobviousness. The 
objections are believed overcome for the above-cited reasons. Accordingly, 
allowance of claims 1-31 is requested. 



Respectfully submitted 




Attorney wr Applicants 
Reg. No. 35,531 
(925) 842-1884 



TJHadlock:emb 
January 13, 2004 
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reed licensed internal code completion [281] 



form 



reed licensed internal code completion In the 

J/400 AFP program, a function of the system that 
ows the user to force a deadlocked system to com- 
:te interrupted machine instructions by turning the 
wer switch on the control panel to the Delayed Off 
sition. 

•ced new page Synonym for required page break, 
i 



•ce of impression In printing, the force with which 
ype carrier impacts the paper when it types a char- 
er. 

ce start A VM system restart that attempts to 
over information about closed spool files that was 
Piously stored on the checkpoint cylinders. All 
eadable or invalid spool file information is ignored, 
ntrast with checkpoint start, cold start, warm start. 

ce time In the AS/400 AFP program, the time 
en all items on a distribution queue are sent regard- 
> of how many items are on the queue. See also 
d depth, send time. 

eground (1) In multiprogramming, the environ- 
nt in which high-priority programs are executed. 

In TSO, the environment in which programs are 
ipped in and out of main storage to allow terminal 
rs to share processing time. Contrast with back- 
und. (3) The environment in which interactive 
grams are executed. Interactive processors reside 
ihe foreground. (4) In the AIX operating system, a 
ae of running a program in which the shell waits 

the program specified on the command line to 
nplete before responding to user input. (5) See 
"ground image, foreground process. 

eground (Fg) color The color of objects placed on 
screen. 

ground display image See foreground image. 

ground image (1) The part of a display image 
: can be changed for every transaction. (I) (A) 
£ TTl W , Uh back S rou nd image. (3) Synony- 
mic : imao fore S round > dynamic display image, 

L 8 irH n f" iniUated back g™™<I job In TSO, a job 
burin °? a remote terminal for scheduling and 
■ uu on in the background. 

Se n l j ° b ^ 1) A hi S h -P ri °rity job, usually a 
*at h« • An interactive or graphic display 
imunir,L an mdefinite ™ n ™B tim e during which 
xral or IS estabIi shed with one or more users 
*g in ia?° te terminals - (3) In TSO, any job exe- 
wapped region of main storage, such as a 



command processor or a terminal user's program. 
Contrast with background job. 

foreground message processing program In TSO, a 
problem program run in the foreground using 
ACF/TCAM to handle messages for one or more ter- 
minals. 

foreground partition In VSE, a space in virtual 
storage in which programs are executed under control 
of the system. By default, a foreground partition has a 
higher processing priority than the background parti- 
foreground process In the AIX operating system, a 
process that must run to completion before another 
command is issued to the shell. The foreground 
process is in the foreground process group, which is 
the group that receives the signals generated by a ter- 
minal. Contrast with background process. 

foreground processing (1) The execution of a com- 
puter program that preempts the use of computer facil- 
ities. (I) (A) (2) In word processing, a type of 
system operation perceived by the operator to execute 
immediately at the workstation. (3) Contrast with 
background processing. 

foreground program (1) In multiprogramming, a 
high-priority program. (2) In TSO, a program exe- 
cuted m a main storage region that has been swapped 
in. 

foreground region A region to which a foreground 
job is assigned. 

foreign exchange service A service that connects a 
customer's telephone to a telephone company central 
office that does not normally serve the customer's 
location. 

foreign host Synonym for remote host. 

foreign key In a relation, a column whose data values 
correspond to the values of a key column in another 
relation. (A) 

fork In the AIX operating system, to create and start 
a child process. 

form (1) In an IBM 3790 or DPCX application 
program, a set of programming statements that defines 
the contents and structure of a data unit by specifying 
pages, lines in pages, fields within lines, and items 
within fields. (2) The paper on which output data are 
printed by a line printer or character printer. (3) The 
area between perforations on continuous printer paper. 
(4) In AS/400 AFP support, a physical sheet of paper 
on which data is printed. Synonymous with medium 
physical page, sheet. (5) In AS/400 AFP query man- 



